Combined Geographic Priority Point Potential, 2021 QAP: Twin Cities Metro
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Point potential based on: Randolph
* Workforce housing cities, 3 or 6 points;
* Economic integration, 7 or 9 points; Northfield

* Location efficiency transit areas, 2 to 7 points;
* Access to higher performing schools, 4 points;
* Qualified Census Tracts, 3 point

* Highest achieved: 26 points a
* Does not include points for Walk Score

Co_mbmed 1-10 *This map is intended for general reference only.

Points 11-15 Applicants should visit the Community Profiles interactive 0 4 & Miles
B 16-20 map to determine whether a project meets Minnesota
B 229 Housing's individual geographic scoring criterion.

MINNESOTA
Source: Minnesota Housing analysis; Date: Updated 3/30/2020 H o U S I N G



